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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
07/29/2008 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This office action is in response to amendment /reconsideration filed on 
07/29/2008, the amendment/reconsideration has been considered. Claims 1-6, 10-13, 
15-17 and 18 have been amended. Claims 1-20 are pending for examination, the 
rejection cited as stated below. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 1 , 2, 4-1 5 and 1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dillingham et al. (Patent No.: US 6327608 BP, hereinafter 
"Dillingham" in view of Berchtold et al (Patent No.: US 6678705 B1 ), hereinafter 
"Berchtold". 

6. As to claim 1,10 and 1 7, Dillingham discloses the core concept of document 
registration or upload, including, a first transmission portion sending from a client to a 
server for inquiring about folder tree structure at the server (Dillingham, Fig.4, element- 
214, Abstract, where client sends a request to a server for file system object); 

a second transmission portion at said server, transmitting the folder structure to 
said client in response to the inquiry sent from said client (Dillingham, Fig.4, element- 
228, Abstract, where server sends the directory/folder path or tree back to client); 

a third transmission portion, at said client, designating a storage folder in the 
form of a reply sent from said server (Dillingham, Fig. 5, Abstract, where client browse 
the directory in reply to server response); 

Dillingham however is silent on disclosing explicitly, and sending to said server 
with an attached file or a storage portion, at said server, storing the attached file in the 
storage folder as designated, in response to the mail sent from said client. 

Berchtold however discloses, sending to said server with an attached file or a 
storage portion at said server (Berchtold, Fig.1, element-125, Abstract, where contents 
of the email is storage portion), storing the attached file in the storage folder as 
designated, in response to the mail sent from said client (Berchtold, Fig.1, element-125, 



Application/Control Number: 10/653,255 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2152 

Abstract, where contents of the email is storage portion and archiving is storing the file 
at the server). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Dillingham with the 
teachings of Berchtold in order to provide an architecture for document archival built on 
network-centric groupware such as Internet standards-based messaging. Archiving and 
retrieving and classifying documents into meaningful collections is accomplished in a 
manner similar to sending email to recipients, retrieving messages from folders, and 
classifying messages into folder hierarchies. 

7. As to claims 2 and 15, Dillingham and Berchtold disclose the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 1 and 10 above including, wherein said second 
transmission portion sends the folder structure to the client in text format (Dillingham, 
Fig.4, element-228, where client script is a text format), and when receiving the folder 
structure in text format, said third transmission portion designates a storage folder by 
quoting that text (Dillingham, Fig.4, element-214, Col. 2, lines 38-45, where new path is 
equivalent to quoting the text). 

8. As to claims 4-5 and 11-12, Dillingham and Berchtold discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 1 and 10, including, reply from server performs 
authentication by comparing client information described in the inquiry mail sent from 
the client with client information as registered (Berchtold, Col. 8, lines 10-15, where 
client is successfully authenticated and it is obvious that there has to be some 
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mechanism to compare client information before authentication), and sends the folder 
tree structure by mail only to the client that is successfully authenticated (Berchtold, 
Col. 8, lines 10-15, where it is obvious and well known also that server providing access 
to only authorized users). 

9. As to claims 6 and 13, Dillingham and Berchtold discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 1 and 10, including, wherein said second transmission 
portion sends together a character string of information indicative of current log-in when 
sending the folder structure to the client by mail (Dillingham, Drawing-4, Col. 2, lines 46- 
50, where client request for new path is a string and can be interpret as request in real 
time and therefore can be equivalent to current log-in to an account). 

10. As to claims 7 and 14, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 4 
and 5 above. 

11. As to claim 8, Dillingham and Berchtold discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 1, including, wherein said third transmission portion attaches and sends a 
plurality of file to one mail (Berchtold, Col.3, lines 15-20, where attached document is 
archived to the server and further is known in the art that more than one files can be 
attached and transmit via email). 

12. As to claim 9, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 3 and 8 
above. 
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13. Claim 3, 16 and 18-20, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dillingham and Berchtold as applied above in view of Mutton et al. 
(Pub. No.: US 2002/0147840 AD, hereinafter "Mutton". 

14. As to claims 3 and 16, Dillingham and Berchtold discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claims 1 and 10, including, wherein said second transmission 
portion sends its folder structure to the client (Dillingham, Fig.4, elelment-228, where 
client script is a text folder path). 

Dillingham and Berchtold however, are silent on using HTML format to point to 
directory structure and when receiving the folder structure in HTML format, said third 
transmission portion designates a storage folder by clicking the storage folder. 

However, Mutton discloses, sending the directory structure in HTML format 
(Mutton, [0072], where hyperlink to the file structure is embedded in email) and said 
third transmission portion designates a storage folder by clicking the storage folder 
(Mutton, [0039], where hyperlinks are used to direct the link to appropriate/designated 
file location). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Iwasaki as applied to claim 1 and 2 
above with the teachings of Mutton in order to provide a software for constructing option 
encoding reference tags for the link servers, thus eliminating the need to learn formal 
request requirements of the link server. 
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15. As to claims 18 and 20, Dillingham and Berchtold and Mutton discloses the 
invention substantially as in parent claim 17 above, including, wherein processing is 
changed in accordance with a title of a mail sent from the client (Mutton, [0022], where 
link referral system including a classification arrangement for classifying web pages 
which system process are disclosed). 

16. As to claim 1 9, is rejected for the same rationale applied to parent claim 1 7 
above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TAUQIR HUSSAIN whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-1247. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571 272 3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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